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If you've spent anytime in dissident circles, you will no doubt have heard of John Mark and Curt Doolittle and 
their Lockean philosophy called Propertarianism. Keith Woods did a great video on this, which I'll link below 
along with an archived version. What is propertarianism? Nicholas R. Jeelvy did a three part series on it and 


| will quote the salient parts: 


[Propertarianism] purports to be a system of law that will ensure a society immune to the various 
pathologies of modernity by redefining property to include those intangibles which are earned, built, 
and protected (homesteaded in the Lockean sense), and thus protecting such property — especially 
property common to a community of people. Its founder and chief proponent, Curt Doolittle, has 
triumphantly proclaimed that Propertarianism completes the Enlightenment and would purify Western 
thought from adverse Semitic influences. 


Already, problems abound. Propertarianism is trying to complete the Enlightenment, is based on Locke and 
therefore obsessed with property and hates Christianity. Jeelvy explains in part 2 why the last part is abusrd: 
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One of the first things that jumps out at us about Propertarianism is that it is decisively whiggish. It 
sees history as a list of wrongs being gradually rectified by science and knowledge. While it recognizes 
the character of European man as described by Ricardo Duchesne in The Uniqueness of Western 
Civilization, it splits the intellectual heritage of modernity into Western (good) and that which is external 
to the West, usually Semitic (bad). Doolittle is particularly fond of denouncing “Abrahamism” with the 
ridiculous contention that Christianity is Semitic and thus exogenous to Europe. This is manifestly false 
to anyone with even the slightest knowledge of Christian and Jewish conceptions of the world, and 
specifically, man’s place in it and how it relates to natural law. Indeed, what differentiated Christianity 
from Judaism, got Jesus crucified, and inspired Saul of Tarsus to become St. Paul was the fact that 
logocentric Christian forthrightness cut through the proto-Talmudic mental gymnastics of the Pharisees, 
who were attempting to violate the spirit of the law by twisting its letter to mean its opposite. Doolittle 
flippantly claims that Abrahamic faiths invented and industrialized lying, specifically in replacing 
explanatory pagan faiths with “authoritarian mystical faiths promising utopia after death. “ That pagan 
religions don’t promise rewards and punishment in the afterlife is news to me, as is the claim that 
systematic storytelling (which is nothing but eusocial deception) is somehow unique to Abrahamic 
faiths or exogenous to Europe. 


So, should Europeans practice Christianity or try to abolish it? No: 


This is leaving aside the clear fact that Christianity as it was and still is practiced in the West is a 
European faith. Anyone who thinks that European Christians do not still venerate Odin should look 
very closely at the celebration of St. Nicholas, or thinks that we've forgotten Hercules should consider 
St. George. Genetics trump memetics, always and inexorably. Christianity practiced by Africans has 
more in common with Islam practiced by Africans than with Christianity practiced by Europeans. 


In other words, the Christianity of White people is closer to the paganism of White people than the 
Christianity of Africans. There is religion, even the true one, that can abolish the tendencies of different 
genetic peoples to create different societies. Heck, the entirety of Christianity philosophy comes from Plato 
and Aristotle. Most Catholic saints were White Europeans. The Catholic church has always been controlled 
by White European men, from the popes to the missionaries. Propertarianism has a strange obsession with 
seeing everything wrong in the world as Jew inspired: 
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Propertarianism sees not only this history, but all good as coming from white Europeans, and all bad 
coming from Semites. This is possibly the worst position on our current troubles one could conceivably 
take, short of actually being a supporter of globohomo. The fact of the matter is that our troubles come 
from within; from the arrogance and Gnosticism of white people. If Semites are involved, they are 
mostly acting as opportunists, taking advantage of an already sick civilization. Jews or no Jews, we're 
approaching civilizational winter, and it is due to our own sins. Liberalism, altruism, the utopian lust for 
heaven on Earth, and the lust for empire, greed and usury all came from white Europeans when Jews 
were still under the thumb of rabbis in their shtetls. To be blind to our own complicity in our demise is to 
repeat the mistakes of the past. Yes, Jews have acted in bad faith in our societies. Yes, they have 
taken advantage of our civilization’s winter, and they’ve done so more proficiently than other non- 
whites. But let's not think that getting rid of the Jews, or even “Abrahamism,” will fix what's wrong with 
the West — if we can indeed fix what's wrong. 


Summarized, White people are the problem. Jewish propaganda in White countries would be as effective if 
White people did not have an innate capacity to be our own worst enemy. Look at the wars of religion. What 
other race as noble as the Whiteman squabbled over theology? It’s sickening and childish, but it shows our 
desire for perfection. Jeelvy then goes on to discuss that in a propertarian system, lies would be consider 
prosecutable under law: 


Of note is the innovation in torts which Propertarianism proposes in order to make these intangible 
commons easier to defend, specifically making untruthful speech actionable, or rather, speech where 
the speaker hasn’t performed due diligence to make sure that what he is saying is truthful to the best of 
his ability. 


There’s also this weird obsession with science as solution: 


Propertarianism's biggest promise is the suppression of parasitism. The Propertarian Institute identifies 
several forms of parasitism, both on private producers and on common property, as well as parasitic 
ideologies, such as Marxism, libertarianism, and neoconservatism. The means of defeating them 
would be the implementation of Propertarian law, which will be accomplished through the completion of 
the scientific method — which is to say applying scientific, or at least testimonial, rigor to every public 
statement. 


Jeelvy goes to on to explain the false positives and false negatives make it impossible to have scientific 
certainty about everything. In fact, absolute scientific certainty is impossible. It sounds nice in theory, but 
won't work in practice. Jeelvy explains that while libertarians would permit insider trading and blackmail, they 
would also oppose intellectual property. Propertarians would ban all three, which is messed up for a system 
that recognizes intangible commons as property. You can read more about this irritating subject if you wish. 


The core problem of Propertarianism is its phobia of naked power, a phobia shared by all variants of 
liberalism and something that | think makes human beings uncomfortable regardless of their ideology, 
unless they’re actually part of the ruling caste. 
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If your system doesn't have state violence as the power that regulates society, the full thing crumbles: 


Strangely enough, Propertarianism started out as an attempt to explain the unique success of Western 
civilization, but unlike more successful attempts, it came through libertarianism and still carries a good 
deal of libertarian baggage, to the point that Propertarianism cannot conceive of non-material means of 
effecting social control. Social control is effectuated through three means: bullying, bribing, and 
bamboozling. Alliterative appeal aside, you can impress or intimidate a man into obeying, buy his 
loyalty, or convince him that doing your bidding is right. A healthy regime has a mixture of all three 
methods in place to convince the men living in its shadow not to revolt with pitchforks and torches in 
hand. Men are given the opportunity to earn through labor and wit, and even more importantly, the 
opportunity to marry and have children (bribery). They’re convinced that obeying the King is the right 
and good thing to do, even ordained by their god (bamboozling), and ultimately, in the event that they 
don't obey their King, that King and his many knights, barons, and guards will be more than happy to 
split their heads open (bullying). 


What happens when you have a fear of naked power is that you become susceptible to people who love it a 
little too much: 


Propertarianism’s liberal/libertarian heritage also makes it cagey about naked power, so it puts its faith 
in the rule of law and Curt Doolittle’s belief that he can devise a system of law which is free of error and 
potential for abuse, not understanding that it is not possible for the state to abdicate any portion of its 
powers without falling into private hands, where the lack of formal recognition of state function allows 
abuses unparalleled by any absolute or feudal ruler. 


In conclusion: 


Ultimately, Propertarianism isn’t even all that concerned with the problems of white survival. Sure, 
parasitism and deception are problems, but we can tolerate some deception and some parasitism 
insofar as we can Survive; survival is the chief issue facing us here. This is a problem of birthrates, of 
territorial defense, of replacing the ruling regime with one amenable to our survival, with an awakening 
of the European warrior, and many other things which have little to do with the letter of the law. It’s 
important not to lose sight of that. Propertarianism offers no solutions for white survival outside of civil 
war, and even that is orthogonal to the philosophy itself. To be fair, | don’t have any non-military 
solutions to offer, either, but at least I’m not asking you to learn a complicated new way of thinking. Just 
lift weights, learn martial arts, obtain weapons training, and become embedded in your community — 
skills which will be useful in any case. 


In other words, propertarianism offers us lots of talk and little action. What is funny is many dissidents who 
express their desire to simply live in an all-White country are very often labeled as racist liberals. Yet, that is 
the whole point of what we are doing. White people are struggling to simply survive and there is no way for 
us to do that right now. We need to reignite our lust for raw power and state violence, not lashing out and 
checking out. 
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Links 


Implosion: http://www.redbeardright.com/2020/07/10/the-implosion-of-propertarianism/ 
Archive: https://archive.vn/xPcQv 


Bye bye: https://counter-currents.com/2020/07/the-brief-life-and-spectacular-death-of-propertarianism/ 
Archive: https://archive.vn/C8Te0 


About: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Propertarianism 
Archive: https://archive.vn/WKqGX 


Part 1: https://counter-currents.com/2019/07/propertarianism-part-1/ 
Archive: https://archive.vn/td2M9 


Part 2: https://counter-currents.com/2019/07/propertarianism-part-2/ 
Archive: https://archive.vn/hr2Ba 


Part 3: https://counter-currents.com/2019/07/propertarianism-part-3/ 
Archive: https://archive.vn/5F2pb 


Video: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2p7_kncFQLw 
Bitchute: https://www.bitchute.com/video/vzeRMk2BybiT/ 
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